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^ ***** <ai W and I once at least Mentioned to you anr 

b^oto S— ^ If !? T fortifim by ystoniay’e arguments in the Kant State cane 
oro tht. oupruiao Court. In the Post’s story (A3) today it is tho part in th« u a t 

column roforrin/j to Ueltnor's nrgiaaent. I think I can and should sue Villi™... and the 
various lawyers in any way involve in hia affidavit and its use and tt«hZrSLt 
thJ n d f ^ rieht8# Xf ** a PP roooh » while novel, seems a possibility^ you 

; /ou . f?* tltoso wxth MlK)u 1 think you should discuss it/ Thercmay bo a 
q eotion about whether ot not it was perjury and subornation, but in ho case is there 
doubt about tlu: various intents and effects. Please recall that in air thHuitoi 
was lying if not perjury, taui I see; no reason not to include those. UW \2/b/Ti 
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liorlnl, ovarsaor of Havana tumbling under b-utro 
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r " t 'rr:', to *“ 0 1,1 »• *» ^ *noJ it ’ 

thebreato-in. WoX XT “ rUto " “» after 
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